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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 11-14, 21-25, and 30-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by May (200501 35233). 

As per claim 1 , May teaches: 

A method for restarting a network device, the network device having a plurality of 
route processors, the network device being arranged to be in communication with a 
plurality of peers within a network, the plurality of peers including a first peer and a 
second peer, the first peer being arranged to support graceful restart, the method 
comprising: 

performing a graceful restart with respect to the first peer; (May page 2, 
paragraph 0024) 

performing a peer transparent failover with respect to the second peer, (May 
page 3, paragraph 0034, element 200; peers that are not able to perform a graceful 
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restart, will use the synchronized information for a failover.) wherein the graceful restart 
and the peer transparent failover are performed in response to downtime associated 
with the network device. (May pages 2-3, paragraph 27) 

As per claim 2, May teaches: 

The method of claim 1 wherein when a first route processor of the plurality of 
route processors boots up, the method further includes: 

marking a session between the network device and the second peer as a 
transparent failover session, (inherent; May synchronizes the cluster peers, therefore, 
upon startup they would have to start a transparent failover session.) 

As per claim 3, May teaches: 

The method of claim 1 wherein performing the graceful restart with respect to the 
first peer includes reestablishing a session between the network device and the first 
peer using a standby route processor of the plurality of route processors. (May page 3, 
paragraph 0028) 

As per claim 1 1 , May teaches: 

The method of claim 1 wherein the peer transparent failover is a stateful 
switchover. (May page 2, paragraph 0014; the cluster members are synchronized, 
which would make them all in a stateful failover state.) 
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As per claim 12, May teaches: 

The method of claim 1 wherein the network device is a router. (May page 2, 
paragraph 0014) 

Claims 13, 14, 21, and 22 respectfully are device claims corresponding to the 
method claims 1,2,11, and 12. Therefore, claims 13, 14, 21, and 22 are rejected for 
the same rationale set forth in claims 1, 2, 11, and 12. 

Claims 23-25 and 30 respectfully are device claims corresponding to the method 
claims 1-3 and 1 1 . Therefore, claims 23-25 and 30 are rejected for the same rationale 
set forth in claims 1-3 and 1 1 . 

Claims 31 and 32 respectfully are claims corresponding to the method claims 1 
and 1 1 . Therefore, claims 31 and 32 are rejected for the same rationale set forth in 
claims 1 and 11. 

Claims 33-35 respectfully are device claims corresponding to the method claims 
1-3. Therefore, claims 33-35 are rejected for the same rationale set forth in claims 1-3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 15, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over May (20050135233) in view of Harvey (20030140167). 

As per claim 4: 

May does not explicitly disclose a method for processing an event queue 
associated with a standby route processor of the plurality of route processors to 
recreate at least one state associated with a session between the network device and 
the second peer on the standby route processor. 

On page 2, paragraph 0015, Harvey clearly teaches a method of maintaining an 
event queue in a standby router in order to create at least one state associated with the 
active router. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to ' 
include the event queue method as taught by Harvey in order to create an efficient 
synchronization and failover system. This would have been obvious because Harvey 
teaches the above method is better suited for facilitatin synchronization in redundant 
processors during failover. (Harvey page 2, paragraph 0010) 

Claim 15 is a device claims corresponding to the method claim 4. Therefore, 
claims 15 is rejected for the same rationale set forth in claim 4. 
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Claim 26 is a device claims corresponding to the method claim 4. Therefore, 
claims 26 is rejected for the same rationale set forth in claim 4. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5-10, 16-20, and 27-29 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Assessor whose telephone number is (571) 
272-0825. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Baderman can be reached on (571)272-3644. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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